The goal of this research is to analyse the role played by social media, the periodicals library and access to public information when revisiting collective memory on the Spanish Transition. The analysis is carried out based on an unpublished interview to Adolfo Suarez in 1995. During the interview, and off-the-record, former Spanish president Adolfo Suarez confessed to journalist Victoria Prego that the monarchy was not subjected to referendum because the opinion polls suggested they would lose. Those statements came to light 20 years later, after a special TV program broadcast by La Sexta Columna that turned Adolfo Suarez into a trending topic for several days.
INTRODUCTION
The goal of this research is to analyse the role played by social media, the periodicals library and journalistic memory when revisiting collective memory on the Spanish Transition. This analysis came about from an unpublished interview to Adolfo Suarez by journalist Victoria Prego in 1995, which was broadcast 21 years later by TV program La Sexta Columna. After the broadcasting of statements that had remained unpublished for over 20 years, journalists, historians and politicians tried to reformulate the consequences of this disclosure on the Transition Culture in the current scenario (Martínez, 2016) . Victoria Prego herself, from her position as Chairwoman of the Press Association of Madrid, used her Twitter account as a platform to limit discourse and political horizons brought about by the statements published, 20 years after they were said.
Narrative after the broadcast of the interview urges us to discuss the role of access to public information when revisiting history (Cohen and Rosenzweig, 2005) as well as the framework of new technological media.
In this scenario, the role of historians is defined by the appearance of new material that can transform the predominant narrative on a specific fact: In this case, consensus on the monarchy as a stabilising institution during late Francoism (Payne, 2007) and the Spanish Transition (Pulpillo, 2016) .
The four main hypotheses and explanations of the analysis presented here are:
• The hierarchical and structured reconstruction of history on the Spanish Transition is defined by new audio-visual materials that may come to light.
• Revisiting historical discourse on the Transition may show analogies with dialectic arguments regarding a Second Transition.
• The importance of declassifying official documents is highlighted again (including audio and video recordings).
• Social media may act as current conversation triggers on the past.
Some of the secondary goals of this analysis include being able to select other unpublished -or forgotten -information on the topic chosen that could serve as guidelines for new disclosures or research lines.
In order to carry out an analysis on the consequences and scope of the interview in the press, we have used the MyNews 1 tool and we have limited the time frame to one week (18 th -25 th of November 2016) after the broadcast of the unpublished interview. We have analysed a total of 287 news items or articles that appeared in the media during that period 2 . 4 . The text read: "It was one of the many variables considered by Suarez as a hypothesis and it led him to carry out more than two opinion polls because he needed to know, even if just superficially, what this unknown country thought, a country that had not spoken for the last 37 years, a country he had to lead peacefully to democracy." Prego continued with the defence arguments by saying; "It must be said that, during the Spanish Transition, facts always happened steps ahead of Law, because otherwise the peaceful transition from a dictatorship to effective democracy, a process that in reality took 20 months, could not have taken place" 5 . In turn, Casimiro García Abadillo, director of El Independiente, criticised on the 20 th of November all the controversy for two reasons 6 : questioning the independence of journalists who published the information; and reopening the debate on the republic with the excuse that the people of Spain were deprived of voicing their opinion on the type of government after Franco's death.
ADOLFO SUAREZ IS TRENDING TOPIC. SOCIAL MEDIA AS AN INSTIGATOR OF CONVERSATIONS ON THE PAST
At the same time, and due to the currency brought about by the interview's publication, Joan Garcés asserted in an interview to eldiario.es: "What Adolfo Suarez said is fully corroborated by facts. The fact that there were opinion polls before and after Franco's death is clear. Some of them are published and others were only to be accessed by those who commissioned them" 7 . From this point of view, the first clue on the fact that those opinion polls were done during the last few years of Franco's regime was recovered by journalist Alejandro The fact that there were 287 news items or articles on the press during that week was justified by a Twitter conversation feeding information on the past, constantly and increasingly.
THE FORBIDDEN OPINION POLLS OF FRANCO'S REGIME. 1955-1972
Between 1955 and 1972 at least six opinion polls were carried out -perfectly documented and censored or silenced at the time -asking Spaniards about their preferences on the best government system for Out of those six surveys, extracts from the first three had already been published and analysed individually (De Miguel 2000 and 2009; Carpintero, 2010 them but did not accept the way public affairs were handled, and finally 20% were indifferent".
Based on the initial work by Pinillos, a complementary survey was done with 60 students of political science and law, with the following results:
• In favour of monarchy, 30%
• In favour of a republic, 30% • Falangist, 10%
• In favour of a military dictatorship, 10% • Indifferent, 20%
As stated by Carpintero (2010) , these original documents were accompanied by a note that read: "The original copy is for the Minister and a copy is kept for the author"
11
. Thus, Franco's regime received the first currency test, based on university students, about Spanish people's preferences on the best government system.
The Foessa reports. The value of data to construct a political narrative
The Spain, 1970] , which aimed to respond to criticisms about the first report from 1966, which attempted to make a diagnosis of the Spanish social situation leaving aside political power.
As stated by De Miguel (2009) 13 , chapter 5 was censored at the last minute by express order of Luis Carrero Blanco, vice-president of the government at the time. Given that the book was already printed, the 5000 copies were purchased by Franco's government and distributed amongst the regime's high ranks.
At the time of republishing it, no one realised that although all pages of that chapter had been removed, the table of contents did include the reference as "Chapter 5 Political and associative life".
The fact that the title of the chapter appeared on the This survey also highlights that a monarchy was not the first choice amongst any of the groups surveyed, contrary to a republic, which was the preferred option for university students, lawyers, doctors and employees.
The historical value of documents unpublished by the CIS
In July 1971, the Instituto de Opinión Pública carried out the study 1046, unpublished until now 14 , entitled "Cuestiones de actualidad política [Current politics issues]"
15
. The aim of this survey was to "know the diversity of opinions" on some current topics such as "the potential lack of political associations, some municipal problems, the government, national politics, the Prince of Spain, etcetera." The survey was addressed to a sample of 1000 people, over the age of 18, of both genders, with residence in the municipalities of Madrid and Barcelona.
The The numerous questions asked about the then Prince of Spain and the lack of public debate on the monarchy and the republic gives us an understanding of the complexity of the situation at the time, as well as enables us to gauge the importance of this survey when understanding the political strategy attempted in subsequent years.
In November 1971, the Instituto de Opinión Pública carried out another opinion poll entitled "Cuestiones de actualidad política [Current political issues] ". This study completed the work done four months before and had a direct question for the first time on the figure of the back then Prince Juan Carlos de Borbón. The short interval between both surveys is significant and symbolic, especially if we consider that the Instituto de Opinión Pública was founded in July 1963 and in the 8 years that elapsed it had never asked about the monarchy before. The study was based on 1000 interviews (641 in Madrid and 359 in Barcelona) .
When asked what statement seemed more appropriate to them when talking about the "Monarchy" 16 , the answers were the following:
Source: CIS/IOP (1971).
STATEMENTS ABOUT THE MONARCHY JUL-71 NOV-71 DIFFERENCE
It guarantees political power transfer 42% 29% -13%
It prevents the most able from reaching power 32% 15% -17%
It is God-given 15% 5% -10%
It was overcome in the past 36% 15% -21%
Guarantees order and stability 40% 25% -15%
It is a government at the mercy of political parties 19% 5% -14%
It is rooted in Spanish tradition and history 54% 30% -24%
The people wish to elect their rulers 59% 34% -25%
It is a balancing element of the interests of different social groups 29% 14% -15%
It depends on what the King is like 59% 51% -8%
Source: Made personally with the data offered by the IOP.
The generation gap: A problem for the story of the Transition
Study 1060 carried out in December 1972 by the Instituto de Opinión Pública was entitled: "Encuesta sobre turismo interior y temas políticos" [Survey on domestic tourism and political issues]. The survey followed the interest of previous studies although questions were drafted differently.
When asked: "Do you wish your children to have a political system identical to the current one? 61% responded yes, versus 25% who responded No and 14% who responded Does not Know/Does not answer. In any case, it gives a glimpse of a clear generation gap, given that respondents aged 18 to 25 were equally divided in that answer, with 44% of the votes in both cases.
As for statement "The current Spanish regime is the best of all Spanish history", 47% stated they were in total agreement, 21% in little agreement, 10% slightly disagreed and 9% were in total disagreement.
On the other hand, when asked about how Franco's regime would fare in history, 51% responded it would be seen as a positive period and 39% as "a period with good things and bad things." However, the answers changed depending on the age group. Of respondents aged 18 to 25, 51% responded as a "period with good things and bad things" and only 37% responded "as a positive period".
THE MEDIA NARRATIVE OF THE MONARCHY. FROM LATE FRANCOISM TO THE TRANSITION
The three studies of the Instituto de Opinión Pública carried out between 1971 and 1972 that asked about issues related to monarchy have in common a growing interest on the role of the media when configuring the symbolic image of the then Prince Juan Carlos. Surveys asked whether the respondents followed the activities of the back then Prince Juan Carlos on the radio, magazines, press and television. Given the possible inclusion of Prince Juan Carlos into "Spanish households", the answer was:
-57% responded that they would not like to see more frequently references to the activities and life of the Prince on TV. -However, 68% found Prince Juan Carlos "friendly" and only 9% stated that they did not find him friendly.
In Study 1050 from 1971 about the Prince's activities, the answers varied depending on the media questioned about: 32% answered they knew about him mostly from TV, 17% answered via newspapers (four months earlier the figure was 9%), and only 11% followed the Prince's activities via the radio (58% never followed his activities via the radio).
Including questions on Prince Juan Carlos on the surveys carried out by the Instituto de Opinión Pública showed the leaders' growing interest to know what Spaniards thought about a potential succession. Nevertheless, the monograph on the monarchy and Prince Juan Carlos dating from November 1971, with 31 questions on the topic, showed clearly that a media strategy was being planned given the approaching transition.
As for the historical context, we must remember that this period coincided with the beginning of studies on the socalled setting agenda by McCombs and Shaw (1972) . Their work aimed to show that the "media may not be successful much of the time in telling people what to think, but it is stunningly successful in telling its readers what to think about" (Cohen, 1963) . Thus, opinion polls allowed them to create communication strategies necessary to invite the future king of Spain to enter Spanish households via their television sets.
CHALLENGES FOR THE HIERARCHICAL AND STRUCTURED RECONSTRUCTION OF HISTORY
The way to define historiographical work was not only affected by the storing and management of informa- tion, but also by the writing, research and classification processes, by collaborative learning and by new narratives that aim to convey new shared experiences (Magallón, 2017) .
Nevertheless, as stated by Wright Mills (1959) , "historians represent the organised memory of mankind and that memory, as written history, is enormously malleable".
The abolition of the Law on Official Secrets of 1968
On the 28 th of November 2016, Parliament unanimously approved to take into consideration a Bill to reform the law on official secrets of 1968, a Bill promoted by the PNV (Basque Nationalist Party). The law in force does not have time restrictions nor does it have an independent body to declassify state secrets.
The reform proposal for Law 9/1968 on official secrets 17 , dated 5 th of April. had 169 votes in favour, 3 votes against and 162 abstentions. In March 2018, nearly 18 months later, Parliament's presidential board unblocked the proposal 18 . The text presented included "the obligation when classifying material to establish an enforcement period, which cannot exceed 25 years for matters classified as secret and 10 years for those classified as reserved, except if the Council of Ministers stipulates an exceptional and reasoned deferment, solely for secret matters, for a new period of a maximum of 10 years." 19 Moreover, changes were made to the ante penultimate paragraph on presenting the reasons that stated that "from the point of view of legal certainty and citizens' guarantees, it is important to highlight that the Law stipulates the need to notify information media when something is declared as "classified information" when it is expected that the media may come to know about it, as well as recording the classification of the matter so that individuals have the obligation to collaborate as per article 9.1".
The importance of the periodicals library and access to public information for the development of History
As stated by Galline and Noiret, "the internet and the digital media do not question the object of historical work, but impact the way of thinking about the past and the way of communicating about that past. They do it at least in three ways: showing the intrinsically communicative nature of history, affecting the ways and timing of historic research and blurring and redesigning the figures of authors and readers " (2011:17) . In this new scenario in which digital humanities work, the culture of open data tries to obtain added value from information, but contrary to what happened until present, this information not only generates its own value by being reserved to a few, rather by being available to be interpreted and translated by any company, institution, social group or individual who is interested in working with it (Magallón, 2017) .
In this regard, it is necessary to reflect on the role that present time historians will have when working with the growing amount of information managed by public authorities, institutions, and local, regional and national governments.
The periodicals library and access to public information (Meseguer, 2016 ) become a common axis from which to work on the declassification of historical documentation.
From an architectural standpoint, the need to think about the prior design of a digital archive structure that enables its mutation and enlargement to other documentary sources, such as social media, is clear, given that the latter can play an important role in the recovery of censored history when revisiting the Transition, or when disseminating knowledge that has been silenced by official discourse.
CONCLUSIONS. OPEN DIGITAL SOURCES WHEN REVISITING HISTORY
Between 1955 and 1972 six surveys were perfectly documented showing that Spaniards' preferences on the government system that should replace Franco's dictatorship did not have to coincide with the interests of the leaders at the time. What the different opinion polls show us is that not even a 30-year dictatorship had managed to reach the necessary social and cultural consensus to bring together social and legal legitimation.
The censored opinion poll of the Fomento de Estudios de Sociología Aplicada Foundation (FOESSA) of 1970 confirmed that the monarchy was not the preferred option amongst Spaniards. We must recall that in 1969 Juan Carlos de Borbón was ratified as successor, as king, by the Francoist Cortes. Changes in Spaniards' opinions on the monarchy and on Prince Juan Carlos, in so little time, beyond methodological issues, are clarifying and significant.
Clarifying because it seems demonstrated that the media were organising and executing their social function of consensus very effectively, and thus the future king of Spain became part of Spanish households as one more member of the family. Significant, because of the level of detail on the different media and the monarchy offered by the survey. In this regard, we must highlight that Study 1060 from December 1972 showed that, amongst those aged 18 to 25, 51% responded that Franco's political regime would be considered as a "period with good things and bad things" and only 37% answered as a "positive period".
In any case, it seems clear that, beyond those results, opinion polls allowed for the creation of communication strategies that were necessary so that in a brief period of time the word republic disappeared from Spaniards' imagination 20 . In turn, and compared to traditional, closed and controlled documents by a few (both when drafting those documents and when distributing them), the internet brings to contemporary thinking the open access idea, which entails that it is no longer only a few players who can publish information (and thus become a source) and that no longer will only a few voices distribute it (and thus decide who will be the future sources).
The issue of open data and access to public information must be analysed from two viewpoints: First, from that of past events that become current again due to the appearance of new documentation that broadens the perspective on a past event. Secondly, from the present, with those news that, from the moment they have happened, change the development of future history.
From this point of view, the prior design of a digital architecture of historical documented facts fosters two complementary scenarios through interoperability mechanisms: on the one hand, revisiting historical discourse that aims to establish analogies for the dialectic reasoning on the past, and secondly, bringing back the importance of declassifying official documents (including audio and video recordings) as part of historians' documentary process.
In this line, Bresciano (2015) stresses, "one of the greatest challenges is to identify, conceptualise, classify and describe properly the new types of sources, that have constitutive and relational features that are very varied. We must also bear in mind that growing differences of different types of documents will continue to intensify and that it is necessary to anticipate to changes." In this regard, Fickers (2012) , stated that "from the beginning, historical work was characterised by a double ambition: first, to find and collect historical sources as traces of past times (the historian as archivist and chronicler), second, to produce a coherent narrative of that past by interpreting the sources based on contemporary questions and interests (the historian as interpreter)."
This dialogue becomes a challenge when deciding how a historical event will be remembered in the future, but also an opportunity to understand that social media can play an important role in the recovery of censored history.
